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However, yesterday morning^ broadcast from Radio Hanoi, we 

• V • 

think, seems to indicate ultimate agreement on their part for 

• i 

another round of meetings, although we do not think it probable ^ 

<^4 

that this will take lace before the end of next week - probably 


* e 


around November \ We would welcome Mr# Nha*s presence at 

S 

the time of the ne t meeting so that he could report on develop- 

♦ \ 

ments at the end o; each daily session# 

2, At the next round, we will ask for; 

4 

a) Improved la iguage with respect to the NCRC, to the degree 
that it is clearly evident that we are not talking about a coalition 

. government; 

b) Elimination of the inadvertent reference to the n three 

countries of Indochina 11 ; 

* • * 

c) The de facto withdrawal of some North Vietnamese troops 

$ 

from the South; 

d) Some reference to Article 24 of the 1954 Cessation of 
Hostilities. 

3. Among the changes in the draft agreement, we have thought 
it might be desirable to insert at the end of Article 9 f the following 
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sentence: (&&}& R * «&’ 

"Until the completion of the political process provided 
for in Article 9 b the existing authorities shall continue 


to exercise their present internal and external functions. M 
The purpose would be to make explicit the continuing powers of 
the GVN which in turn shows up the National Council for what it 
is, a strictly non-governmental body. We would up predate having 
your views on this question and will do whatever you wish in the 
matter. 


4, With regard to the issue of North Vietnamese troops in 
the South, we have provided information to the Los Angeles Times, 
New York Times and CBS on the GVN views. 


5. I must report that President Nixon was astonished that 
within twenty-four hours of having received his letter giving his 
views as to the nature of the draft agreement and pointing out that 
he considered the comments of Foreign Minister Lam that the U. S. 

is negotiating a surrender to be as" damaging as they are unfair that 

* 

you should have referred to the agreement as a surrender document. 
I have been asked to bring this to your attention because of the 
seriousness with which these statements are viewed in the United 
States and by my Government, especially at this sensitive time. 
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It is our view that whatever domestic gain you may believe such 

statements achieve here is more than offset by the sharp loss of 

the confidence and support which you and your Government suffer 

in the United States, We fear that this process is nearing the 

% 

point of no return. 

6. President Nixon has noted the statements attributed to 

Foreign Minister Tran Van Lam to the effect that "Dr. Kissinger 

viewed Viet-Nam in a different way than the RVN Government 

does". He wishes me to point out that in his letter to you of 

October 16, it was made clear that Dr. Kissinger speaks for 

President Nixon in the views which he has expressed concerning 

the draft agreement and the negotiation. Foreign Minister Lam's 

statement, therefore, can only be construed as a criticism directed 

against the President himself. President Nixon has asked me to 

say that if this sort of divisive public comment is not stopped 

immediately, it will be impossible to maintain support for the GVN 

in the United States. 

$ 

7. As I mentioned when we last talked on October 31, I am 
deeply concerned that the ominous drifting apart of the positions 
of our two governments will become irreconcilable. We are com- 
mitted to do our utmost in the next round of meetings to secure 
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seems to me that your own position and that of the GVN has been 
made amply clear. I suggest that it would be well now to place 
a moratorium on further statements which can only imperil our 
support. Without that, of course, the future would be gloomy 
indeed. 
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